Nay 18, 1989 LB 89, 611

SENATOR MARNER:  Nr. President, nenbers of the Legislature, I'd
rise to support the amendment, and | say that on the basis that

| intend to support the bill. | also voted to return on the
motion previously, because | had made a commitnent, mine was a
little bit different. | also was willing to add the money,
however, to pay for it,not to take it out. Andl would have,
had the bill been returned for that previous gpendment, woul d
have not supported jt, unless | felt comf ortable that the
addi tional costs would have been put into the bill But this

one we tal ked on the other day when we tried to take the sunset
out of IB 611. What you have is one gstate aid formula |eft.
Now | can appreciate a great deal the rationale that Senator
W them just announced, that to return the bill for something
per haps subjects it to sonething else, | understand that. But |
think there is an overriding i ssue, because if you have one
fornmul a abolished, as was done “jn LB 611, which 1 think is
wrong, but if you have one, and that wassupposedto be a

t hreat, you better do themall, or else we should return %B %11
and get the foundation and equal i zation repeal er out of that

Actually, | don't care which way you go, but you can't logically
do one and not the other. They ought to be treated the same
because they both are substantive distribution fornmulas that can
be used i rregardless of the amount of noney that isgyajlabl e.
And | think it makes sense in the long run if the theory I's, gg
I heardit expressed on the floor on 611, that you gre going to
create a problemin order to solve an issue, which will backfire
nine times out of ten, or maybe 99 out of 100. Buti f that is
the theory then you better not have an escape clause for
everybody to runto. It's just that simple. Either you make it
t ough, or you have nothing on the theory that you' re” going ;4
create a crisis to solve a problem ggo | think the amendnent is
right, that the two are treated the same. That's the only issue

with me. | intend to vote for the bill, irregardless of Wwhether
I't"' S adopted or not. But those of you who think you are
creating a crisis with the repealer in 611 are not creating a
crisis at all, you' re just putting gal| the enphasis on one
distribution fornula, whichl maylike, | don't know. | may
like all the moneydistributed that way. | jndicated that | ast
time we had it up in terms of ny district. But the theory of
crisis to solve a problem ynless you have all distribution
formulas on the same level, +that theory, in does. not
exi st . I would hope that this amendnent coui?dI be consi dered

notw thstanding the jeopardy that some may feel exist to paying
a bill anended in any fashion.
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